Notes on porn range 


The importance of middlebrow/kitsch in the marketing of culture 
(middlebrow discussion of late 40s) 


A moebius strip of relations: 

(frame within/against Dave Andrews on art cinemas) 

The high art Artworld 

Secret museum and other adaptations to exclusion/exclusivity 
Museum culture 

Plus art gallery (sensation as draw) plus links to traditional role of 
taboo, outrage, etc. (Romanticism) 

Euro Art Film (sand Euro Trash sub-market) 

US Commercial Porn mainstream: 

Now, Vivid, etc. 

Femme, etc. as mirror of that, on the near other side. 

Alternative markets, styles, etc. 

Alt narrratives 
Fetishes 

Sleazy exploitation, 42 nd St Roughies (what no one studies) 

Outlaw and taboo breaking extreme low culture 
(connects back to taboo, slease aesthetics—disgust) 

Notes on Quality & Respectability 

The porn industry wants: 

Femme not radically new, seeks Q&R 
Absence of overt misogyny 
Higher production values 
The counterpoint is : 

Noncommercial sector 

Artists working with exual materials 

Is “quality” a different issue? 

Respectability 

The industry strives for 

Placement in mainstream stores, hotels, streaming and cable 



Appeal to “middle class” including women (important consumers) 

How much of the claim that women were part of the market was an 
attempt to get producers and distributors in line with a certain market? (that is, not about 
women as viewers, experiencers, but women as a market segment that nees to be catered 
to? 

The pushback to respectability: regulation and containment 
Hollywood uses one strategy 
Government (conservative) makes another 

“respectable”— 
larger issues: 

memdia advertising, public display 

late 80s feminine hygiene products 

actually show pads and tampons, “blue blood” 

—contraceptives: condoms on tv 

—erectile drugs (late 90s) (Bob Dole vs. Bill Clinton) 

compare publications like Playgirl and Cosmopolitan. 

Is Femme all that different? 

Projected narrative of female development (with fulfillment) 

“Good taste” 

Vivid: young, athletic, white bodies 

No violence, no “extreme:” or “disgusting” depictions 
Conventional decor, standards of personal grooming, etc. 


Is this a response to legal matters (the veneer or alibi of “art” or “education” in a time of 
changing policy 




